APPENDIX A

List of Names and Positions of Report Preparers

The following staff on the National Forests and Grasslands in Texas participated in the preparation of this report:  
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Don Benner – Forester/Timber Sales

Larry Bonner – Natural Resources Team Leader

Steve Clarke – Entomologist 

Bill Floyd – Forester/Minerals

Ron Haugen – Fire Management Officer

John Ippolito – Forest Heritage Program Manager 

Betty Jones – Executive Assistant 

David Norsworthy – Supervisory Law Enforcement Officer

Rodney Peters – Forest Soil Scientist

Dave Peterson – Zone Fisheries Biologist

Ronnie Raum – Forest Supervisor 

Belinda Ross – Personnel Assistant

Sheila Sprague – Planning Assistant 

George Weick – Forest Silviculturist 

Angelina National Forest

Ron Mize – Wildlife Biologist

Nancy Snoberger – Other Resources Assistant/Landscape Architect

Caddo/LBJ National Grasslands

Jim Crooks – District Ranger

Davy Crockett National Forest

Raoul Gagne – District Ranger

Sabine National Forest

Marcus Beard – District Ranger

Sam Houston National Forest

Keith Baker -  Silviculturist

Tim Bigler – District Ranger

Glenn Elms - Forester

Chip Ernst – Forester

APPENDIX B

Amendments Made Since the Plan Was Completed

The National Forests and Grasslands in Texas 1996 Forest Land and Resource Management Plan was amended by a non-significant amendment on November 28, 2000 by Forest Supervisor Ronnie Raum when he signed the Record of Decision (ROD) for the Texas Blowdown Reforestation Project.  In the ROD, Forest Supervisor Raum selected Alternative 5 for reforestation of the windstorm-damaged areas of the Sabine and Angelina National Forests.

On March 14, 2001 Forest Supervisor Ronnie Raum also amended the Plan by signing a Decision Notice and Finding of No Significant Impact for the Tannehill/Bishop Land Exchange.  This decision was also a non-significant amendment that conveyed 247.17 acres of Federal land in San Augustine and Shelby Counties on the Sabine NF, for 400.61 acres of non-Federal land in Shelby County, Texas.  
An Errata Sheet was published on August 23, 2001 to correct Appendix F of the Plan to correct errors discovered in sediment output coefficients.  

APPENDIX C

Status of Previous Action Plan

The National Forests and Grasslands 1996 Land and Resource Management Plan has not been fully implemented on the ground due to court rulings; however, items mentioned in the FY 2000 Action Plan are addressed below.

Under Actions Not Requiring Forest Plan Amendment or Revision, the FY 2000 Action Plan stated the need to assess the effectiveness of additional post sale erosion control requirements to prevent sediment from entering streams.  Actions taken to address this issue are discussed in the body of the report under Timber Sale Erosion Control Efforts.  A second item stated that the forest should continue to develop population trends for MIS.  This issue is discussed in Appendix F of this report.
One item was identified in the FY 2000 Action Plan as an Action That May Require Amendment or Revision to the Plan.  This task has been re-scheduled and will be addressed in the FY 2002 report.

APPENDIX D

Summary of Field Reviews & Other Administrative Activities

This document provides a summary of reviews and other administrative activities that occurred during FY 2000-2001.  Reports are filed at various locations, as noted at the end of each section. 

March 12-16, 2001 – General Management Review (GMR) A review team from the R8 Regional Office visited the NFGT to assess general, overall management.  The forest received commendations for partnerships, ORV management, cooperative work with Seabees on Zavalla Administrative Office, working relationship with TFS and research partners, collaboration and partnerships in reintroducing candidate species, Passport in Time (PIT) projects involving volunteers, working agreement with SHPO, follow-through with Agency commitments to CEQ on 1998 Blowdown project and coordination with Regional resources, as well as longleaf restoration efforts and use of prescribed fire.  Issues were identified that the forest or regional office will address and included need for lands case manager, proposal for Project Analysis Team (PAT), concerns about establishing a strategy for preparedness in advance of a disaster, adequate reporting system to account for wildland fires suppressed by Volunteer Fire Departments (VFDs), need for development of computer program database to better analyze RCW trends regionally and consolidate reporting systems; need for communication and education of Hispanic recreation users, and the need for more law enforcement presence in high use areas.  (Report on file at the Supervisor’s Office in Lufkin, Texas.)

April 10-14, 2000 – Knutson-Vandenberg (K-V)/SSF Activity Review   An assessment of KV collections and obligations was made to determine if excess KV funds were being collected.  The determination was that funds had not been collected in excess of needs.  Excess that had been identified was a result of on-the-ground blowdown reforestation acreages running much less than initial estimates. The local Forest Management and Protection Unit also reviewed three of the four forested districts KV accomplishment records and all districts were tracking accomplishments.  One district needed to develop a better method of tracking, but this will be addressed by a new computer module being developed.  (Report on file at the Supervisor’s Office in Lufkin, Texas.)

June 19-23, 2000 – Timber Program Review  After the review, Regional Office staff made several suggestions for change including recommendations for emphasizing proper selection of stands for Designation by Description (DxD), reducing the number of keys to paint storage facilities, conducting unannounced Timber Accountability Audits, and suggestions regarding contracting responsibilities and timber sale bids.  Many items were addressed in FY 2000, while other actions are ongoing. (Report on file at the Supervisor’s Office in Lufkin, Texas.)

Week of June 12, 2000 -  Safety-Occupational Health-OWCP-Environmental Review  This review found all programs to be in compliance in the areas of education and training, accident reporting, annual inspection and abatement measures, and proactive safety and health committees.  Minimum OSHA and EPA violations were found.   The responsible Team Leader agreed to conduct a safety inspection of the Caddo-LBJ NG by July 31, 2000.  Results of that inspection and abatement measures pertaining to the review were submitted on September 1, 2000.  

The Zone Occupational Worker’s Compensation Program (OWCP) Manager reported that the forest resolved two long-term cases during FY 2000. 

Blackhawk Fire on Sam Houston NF - Of the many benefits of prescribed fire, the reduction of fuels and subsequent reduction of the potential for catastrophic wildfire are often cited.  Prescribed burning can reduce the potential for excessive fire damage or effectively prevent fire starts for a period of time by creating a “firesafe landscape”.  The Blackhawk Fire on the Sam Houston NF in July, 2000 provided an excellent example of this beneficial effect of prescribed fire.  The Blackhawk Fire, a lightning-caused wildland fire, started in a mature pine stand managed for red-cockaded woodpecker habitat.  The most recent prescribed burn was conducted in this stand in 1997.  The stand is characterized by high, open crown conditions, coupled with relatively low understory and midstory vegetation.  Even under the extreme drought conditions and low fuel moistures at the time, the fire progressed slowly in its early stages until weather conditions and a change in fuel type created conditions conducive to rapid fire spread.  As humidity dropped, and temperatures and winds increased, the fire moved into a 12-year old pine stand that had been regenerated following the southern pine beetle epidemic of the late 1980s.  This stand, a relatively dense pole stand with closed canopy and moderate to high fuel ladder conditions, had not previously been burned.  When the fire reached this stand it rapidly rose into the crowns and made significant runs with the prevailing wind.  The fire was spotting up to 100 feet ahead of the flame front.  The adjacent compartment had been prescribe burned just a few months previously, and the wind was pushing the wildfire toward this area.  When the fire reached the road separating the wildfire area from the adjacent prescribed burn area, flaming embers ignited numerous spot fires across the road.  Due to the fuels reduction, these fires generally had flame lengths less than 3-4 feet and many embers failed to ignite spot fires.  Initial attack forces were able to contain the fire at this point.  At one point the fire jumped the road and burned in a young pine stand of the same age and density as the one that had exhibited such extreme fire behavior.  This stand had been prescribe burned earlier in the year, however, and fuel loadings were much lower and fuel ladders reduced.  The fire in this stand remained at the surface and resulted in little damage.  See photos 1 and 2 on the following page to compare the fire results in the two adjacent young pine stands. 
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Photo 1.  12-year old pine stand killed by

wildfire.  Prescribed fire had not been used

in the stand before the wildfire burned in

July, 2000.  Heavy fuel loading contributed

to intense fire that killed large patches of

trees such as shown above.
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Photo 2.  Portion of same stand shown in Photo

1 that had been prescribe burned in Spring,

2000.  Wildfire killed very few trees since

fire exhibited lower intensity due to fuel

reduction from prescribed burning.

Getaway Fire Monitoring Report

Wildfire, Summer 2000, Compartment 52, Davy Crockett National Forest

Overstory/Tree Composition: Large number of living overstory trees toward the east end of the fire, most overstory trees dead toward the west end of the fire (near FM 357).  Scattered overstory pines did survive in all areas of the fire.

Many loblolly pine seedlings were observed in the burned area.

Survival of the longleaf pines planted in February 2000 was low; estimates are 20 percent survival so far.  Most planted longleaf seedlings were brown and dried out.

Midstory: Above ground portions of most midstory hardwood trees were killed, but most are sprouting from the bases of the dead stems.

Compared with the adjacent unburned area, the fire area is open because of the consumption of most beautyberry, yaupon, oak, and other woody vegetation.

Understory: A strong positive response of the herbaceous vegetation was observed.  There were several species of grasses and forbs in abundance.  Cover of herbaceous vegetation in the burned area far exceeded that in the unburned area (Table 1).  Woody cover (below 5’ tall) was far lower in the burned area than the unburned area (Table 1).

Table 1.  Percent cover at 6 random 1-m2 plots in the Getaway Fire burn area and the adjacent unburned area.

	Sample Number
	Herbaceous Vegetation
	Woody Vegetation

	
	Burned
	Unburned
	Burned
	Unburned

	1
	98
	2
	0
	40

	2
	95
	1
	1
	20

	3
	50
	10
	3
	25

	4
	45
	4
	8
	65

	5
	55
	10
	1
	25

	6
	80
	5
	3
	20

	Average
	70.5%
	5.3%
	2.7%
	32.5%


Questions: Are the observed results related to season of burn or fire intensity?

Can we design a treatment to have similar positive effects on understory and not kill the overstory?
Additional General Monitoring Data-Davy Crockett NF

Below is preliminary monitoring data of burned and unburned areas on the Davy Crockett NF.  Plots from unburned areas were placed in compartments where no records of prescribed or wildfire could be found and no signs of burning were observed.  Plots from burned areas were within compartments known to have been prescribed burned at least 2-3 times within 10-12 years.  Measurements were taken early in the growing season, so herbaceous vegetation in both burned and unburned categories may be underrepresented.

	Variable
	Burned
	Unburned

	# Woody species
	2.1
	2.9

	# Grass species
	1.6
	0.3

	# Forb species
	0.4
	0

	Woody % cover
	31
	53

	Grass % cover
	25
	0.5

	Forb % cover
	0.5
	0

	Litter depth
	1.7 inches
	3.2 inches

	Hardwood basal area
	16.7 ft2/acre
	35 ft2/acre


APPENDIX E

Updated Research Information

Current Research

Southern Research Station

Below is a list of all ongoing research projects of the Southern Research Station’s Nacogdoches Research Work Unit (SRS-RWU-4251) on the National Forests and Grasslands in Texas to include research on the Stephen F. Austin Experimental Forest as of February 2002.   

1. Long-term study on woodpecker selection of cavity trees as related to habitat and fungi on the Stephen F. Austin Experimental Forest (SRS-4251-2.1) initiated in 1978 to run until 2007.  This study quantifies what trees and snags are selected by the 6 species of woodpeckers in eastern Texas for nesting sites, measures the habitat surrounding the cavity trees, and examines the internal condition of the cavity tree relative to the species of fungi involved in softening the heartwood.  

2. Long-term study on inoculation of mature pines in Red-cockaded Woodpecker (Picoides borealis) recruitment stands on the Angelina National Forest (SRS-4251-2.1B) initiated in 1984 to run until at least 2012.  Five mature pines in 5 recruitment stands were inoculated with red heart fungus (Phellinus pini) in 1984 and we currently continue to monitor the inoculated pines for use by Red-cockaded Woodpeckers.  

3. Long-term study on the population dynamics of snags in pine-hardwood forests on the Stephen F. Austin Experimental Forest (SRS-4251-2.2) initiated in 1994 to run until at least 2012.  Six plots 0.56 ha were selected in 1984 at all existing snags inventoried.  Annually, each plot is examined in detail for the height and condition of existing snags and the creation of new snags through tree mortality.  Eventually, snag population dynamics data will be available for both pine and hardwood snags in mixed pine-hardwood forest habitat.  

4. Long-term study of Red-cockaded Woodpecker use of seed-tree cuts on the Angelina National Forest (SRS-4251-2.4) initiated in 1984 to run until at least 2009.  This study previously documented the value of seed-tree and shelterwood cuts to Red-cockaded Woodpeckers, but has been extended to monitor the long-term value of these sites to woodpeckers as the new pine forest regenerates under the residual pines left during irregular seed-tree and shelterwood harvesting.  There is a potential problem in these stands for the regenerating pines to form a dense midstory that would be unacceptable to the Red-cockaded Woodpecker.  At present, 18 years after the shelterwood harvest, we still see only positive benefits of the irregular shelterwood harvesting technique.  

5. Availability, suitability, and use of trees and snags as foraging sites for woodpeckers on the Stephen F. Austin Experimental Forest (SRS-4251-2.5) initiated in 1984 to run until at least 2006.  The first component of this study examined the quality of hardwood snags and use of them by woodpeckers as foraging habitat in bottomland hardwood forests.  The results of this part of the study have been published.  The second phase of the study will quantify the same variables but with pines in upland pine habitat.  Phase two of this study is on hold pending sufficient funding to implement the research.  

6. Arthropod communities on the boles of longleaf pines on the Angelina National Forest (SRS-4251-2.6) initiated in 1995 with data collected through 1998; data are currently still being analyzed as February 2002.  This study examines arthropod communities on the boles of longleaf pines as affected by pine tree age and hardwood midstory conditions adjacent to pines.  Only arthropods on the lower boles of the pines (3, 6, and 9 m above the ground) are being studied, as this area of the bole is important foraging habitat for female Red-cockaded Woodpeckers.  Draft manuscripts are being developed on the results of this study.  

7. Long-term study of the Losses of Red-cockaded Woodpeckers cavity trees to bark beetles on the Angelina National Forest (SRS-4251-2.7) initiated in 1986 to run until at least 2009.  This study examines the high infestation rate of active Red-cockaded Woodpecker cavity trees by southern pine beetles (Dendroctonus frontalis) relative to infestation rates of control pine within and outside cavity-tree clusters.  Factors possibly related to bark beetle infestation rates are stand disturbance, stand structure, and resin wick volatiles from cavity trees.  Results thus far indicate that southern pine beetles do preferentially attack active Red-cockaded Woodpecker cavity trees and that nest trees of the preceding breeding season have the highest probability of being infested.  Use of artificial cavity inserts to augment the supply of suitable cavities for woodpeckers does not increase the risk or rate of infestation by southern pine beetles.  

8. Avian response to southern pine ecosystem restoration in Red-cockaded Woodpecker clusters on the Angelina National Forest (SRS-4251-2.9) initiated in 1994; data were collected through 1996 and are currently being analyzed and draft manuscripts being prepared as of February 2002.  This study examines the relative species richness and abundance of birds in longleaf pine and loblolly-shortleaf pine habitats with and without the presence of a developed hardwood midstory to determine any possibly positive or negative effects intensive Red-cockaded Woodpecker management is having on forest bird communities.    

9. Effects of midstory foliage on Red-cockaded Woodpecker foraging behavior and foraging habitat selection on the Angelina and Davy Crockett national forests (SRS-4251-2.10) initiated in 1989.  Data were collected over three years and are still being analyzed.  The study evaluates possible negative effects the presence of hardwood midstory may have on Red-cockaded Woodpecker foraging behavior.  

10. Red-cockaded Woodpeckers and cavity competitors on the Angelina and Davy Crockett national forests (SRS-4251-2.11) initiated in 1990, field component completed by 1994, some papers already published, still working on some aspects of the data.  This study examines use of both active and inactive Red-cockaded Woodpecker cavities by all cavity occupants during spring, late summer, and winter.  Thus far, we have not detected any negative impact by any cavity user on the Red-cockaded Woodpecker.  

11. Red-cockaded Woodpecker foraging behavior and nestling provisioning on the Angelina and Davy Crockett national forests (SRS-4251-2.14) initiated in 1990.  Data are still currently being analyzed.  Results from portions of this research have been produced as a M.S. thesis.  Other aspects of the study are still being analyzed.  The study examines how Red-cockaded Woodpeckers partition foraging resources among various group members and quantifies what habitat is used for foraging versus what is available for use.  

12. Pileated Woodpecker (Dryocopus pileatus) behavior and habitat use in mature longleaf pine and bottomland hardwood forests on the Stephen F. Austin Experimental Forest and Angelina National Forest (SRS-4251-2.15) initiated in 1992 run until 1996.  Two papers have been published from this study and some data are still currently being analyzed for additional papers.  

13. Prothonotary Warbler (Protonotaria citrea) nest box selection and reproductive success in eastern Texas on the Stephen F. Austin Experimental Forest (SRS-4251-2.16) initiated in 1997.  The study examined selection and use of various types of artificial nest sites by Prothonotary Warblers to explore the possibility that portions of boxes made for Wood Ducks (Aix sponsa) could also be used Prothonotary Warblers as nesting sites.  A M.S. Thesis has been produced for this project.  

14. Long-term study on responses of hillside seepage bogs and longleaf pine-bluestem savannahs to burning frequency and season (SRS_4251-4.3) initiated on the Angelina National Forest in 1993 to run until 2012.  This study also will evaluate the effects of fire frequency on rare plants in oak barrens associated with longleaf pine forests on the Angelina National Forest.  The study is on hold because of inability to get prescribed fire implemented at correct timing.  

15. Habitat selection by canebrake rattlesnakes (Crotalis horridus) and Louisiana pine snakes (Pituophis ruthveni) on the Angelina and Sabine national forests (SRS-4251-4.5) initiated in 1992.  Data are still being collected in this long-term study, which will run likely until 2012.  Telemetry studies on these two rare species are being used to examine their movement patterns, geographic distribution, and habitat selection.  The Louisiana pine snake appears to be a critically rare species because of the loss of well-burned pine forest habitat and mortality associated with vehicle use of relatively dense forest road systems that occur within the species’ shrinking habitat.  

16. Study on the distribution and status of the alligator snapping turtle (Macroclemys temminckii) in Texas (SRS-4251-4.7) to be initiated in 2000 and conducted in part on the Stephen F. Austin Experimental Forest until 2005.  This study evaluates the current distribution status of alligator snapping turtles in eastern Texas and compares it with records of historically known occurrences of the turtle in order to evaluate if populations of the species have decline and a geographic range contraction has occurred.  There is the potential to use radio telemetry to monitor movement patterns of turtles on the Stephen F. Austin Experimental Forest.  Data are being analyzed for this study.  

17. Long-term study on amphibian community succession and recruitment to artificial ponds on the National Forests in eastern Texas (SRS-4251-4.8) to be conducted on the Stephen F. Austin Experimental Forest and Davy Crockett National Forest, initiated in 2000, and run until at least 2015.  This study will examine the anuran species (frogs) that use wildlife ponds on national forests and, through the creation of new ponds, explore the succession of anuran species and predators in newly created artificial ponds.  

 Forest Health

1. Southern Pine Beetle Inhibitors.  The USDA Forest Service (FS), in conjunction with the Texas Forest Service, University of Georgia, and Virginia Tech, has developed operational techniques for using verbenone to suppress southern pine beetle (SPB) infestations.  Verbenone, an anti-aggregation pheromone of the SPB, is tacked to trees around the front of expanding infestations.  Verbenone has been registered for use by the U.S. Environmental Protection.  Phero Tech Inc., the company receiving the registration, is pursuing registration of a new elution device for verbenone.  The FS has completed a risk assessment for verbenone.  The next step is to prepare the appropriate environmental documentation, and then verbenone can be used in SPB suppression projects on federal lands.  Research continues on new elution devices and methods to simplify application.  

2. Southern Pine Beetle Detection.  The Forest Health Technology Enterprise Team has developed an electronic aerial sketch-mapping system that has been field-tested in Texas for southern pine beetle detection.  The system allows the spotter to record SPB spots by marking a point on a computer screen corresponding to the spot location on a geo-referenced, moving map display.  The maps and coordinates are downloaded, and the spots are located for ground-checking using GPS units.  Better backdrops are now available, which should make infestation recording easier. The system will be available for operational use within the year.

3. Area-wide Southern Pine Beetle Suppression.  Forest Health Protection is investigating the effectiveness of trap trees for reducing SPB infestations.   During the current period of endemic SPB activity in Texas, target pines within treatment blocks are baited with SPB attractant in November, and monitored through April.  Infested trees are felled and removed.   The number of SPB infestations detected the following summer in treatment and check blocks will be compared.  No baited have been infested to date, and the project will continue.

4. Ips pheromone study.  A study was conducted to compare two enantiomeric ratios of ipsdienol for capture of Ips avulsus.  The literature suggests that (-) ipsdienol is the attractive isomer, but recent studies indicate a racemic mixture of ipsdienol captures more beetles.  The trapping study in Texas confirmed that the racemic mix was by far the most attractive.  Racemic ipsdienol is much cheaper than (-) ipsdienol.  These results will be used in detection and suppression studies for I. avulsus.

5. Southern Pine Beetle Prevention.  In addition to SPB suppression dollars, the NFT received limited funding for SPB prevention in FY 2001.  The funds were to be used for identifying high hazard stands and for projects to reduce the hazard.  High hazard stands were thinned on the Sam Houston and Davy Crockett NFs.  The NFT will also participate in a new SPB Technical Advisory Board.  The purpose of the Board is to provide a unified approach to SPB prevention, detection, and suppression among all landowners in east Texas.

Other Projects

The NFGT continues to cooperate with local universities and other entities.  For example, two professors from SFASU asked for permission to conduct studies on the Angelina NF.  One project was the Brown-headed Nuthatch Reproductive Success Study and another was a Resin Production Study in an active RCW cluster.  Texas A&M University also reported insect collecting activities by their Entomology Insect Systematics and Biology Classes with a goal of demonstrating insect diversity and micro-habitat variation.    

APPENDIX F

Management Indicator Species
(see separate document)

APPENDIX G

NFMA Monitoring “Checklist” of Required Elements
Issue A.  Ecosystem Condition, Health and Sustainability


Sub-Issue 1.  Biological Diversity

a.
Determine if the regeneration of desired tree species are being achieved (36 CFR 219.27 (b) (6)).

Refer to pages 4-6.                

b.
Determine if the vegetation is being managed according to the Plan’s requirements and making progress toward achievement of the DFCs for vegetation (36 CFR 219.15 and 219.27).

Refer to pages 3-16 .              

c.
Determine if the desired diversity of plant and animal communities is being achieved (36 CFR 219.26, 219.27 (a) (5) & (g)).

Refer to pages 16-20 and Appendix F.

d.
Determine if the habitat for the Management Indicator Species is being maintained and improved to the degree consistent with the objectives established in the Forest Plan  (36 CFR 219.27 (a) (6)).

Refer to Appendix F.
e.
Monitor the population trends of the Management Indicator Species, and their relationships to habitat changes (36 CFR 219.27 (a) (6)).

Refer to Appendix F. 
f.
Determine the progress towards recover objectives for T&E species and conservation objectives for sensitive species (36 CFR 219.19 (a) (7)).

Refer to pages 16-19.


Sub-Issue 2.  Forest and Range Health

a.
Identify measures needed to coordinate emissions from NFS lands with other sources to ensure air quality control and compliance with the applicable Federal, State, and/or local standards or regulations (36 CFR 219.27 (a) (12)).

Refer to page 20. 

b.
Ensure that air quality standards are maintained on FS Class I and II lands (36 CFR 219.27 (a) (12)).

Refer to page 20 .

c.
Determine if insects, disease, and noxious weeds have increased to damaging levels (36 CFR 219.12 (k) (5) (iv) and 219.20 (b)).

Refer to pages 20-22. 


Sub-Issue 3.  Watershed Conditions

a.
Determine if the conservation of soil and water resources are being ensured and the permanent impairment of site productivity is being avoided (36 CFR 219.27 (b) (5)).

Refer to pages 27-42.

b.
Determine if the desired water quality and quantity objectives are being achieved (36 CFR 219.27 (b) (6)).

Refer to pages 27-42.
c.
Ensure compliance with State water quality requirements, monitor the effect and adequacy of the BMPs (36 CFR 219.27 (a) (4), (b) (5), & (c) (6) and 219.12 (k) (2)).

Refer to pages 39-40. 

d.
Determine the effects of management actions on soil quality and site productivity (36 CFR 219.12 (k) (2) and 219.27 (a) (1), (b) (5)).

Refer to pages 27-42.

e.
Determine the effects of management actions on riparian values, soil and water quality, and streambank stability (36 CFR 219.27 (a) (4), (b) (6), (c) (6), & (e)).

Refer to pages 27-42.

f.
Determine if temporary roads are being revegetated within 10 years of contract or permit termination (36 CFR 219.27 (a) (11)).


Refer to pages 40-41. 

Issue B.  Sustainable Multiple Forest and Range Benefits


Sub-Issue 1.  Outdoor Recreation Opportunities

a.
Determine if the desired recreation uses, opportunities, and aesthetic values are being achieved (36 CFR 219.27 (b) (6), 219.21 (a) (2) & (3)).

Refer to pages 42-53.

b.
Determine if the Forest Plan visual quality objectives are being met (36 CFR 219.27 (c) (6), (d) (1)).

Refer to page 43.

c.
Monitor off-road vehicle use to determine if planned use levels and management requirements are sufficient to protect the land and other resources, promote public safety, and minimize conflicts with other uses of NFS lands (36 CFR 219.21 (g)).

Refer to pages 16and 36-37.


Sub-Issue 2.  Infrastructure

a.
Ensure that any roads constructed are designed according to standards appropriate to the planned uses (36 CFR 219.27 (a) (10), (b) (7)).

Refer to pages 53-54.

Sub-Issue 3.  Human Influences 

No NFMA requirements, but addressed on pages 56-62.

Sub-Issue 4.  Roadless Areas/Wilderness/Wild & Scenic Rivers

a.
Ensure that visitor use in wilderness areas is within the estimated maximum level which allows natural processes to operate freely and not impair the values for which wilderness areas were established (36 CFR 219.18 (a)).

Refer to page 63.

Sub-Issue 5.  Timber

a.
Determine if timber resource sale schedule is within the Forest Plan’s ASQ (36 CFR 219.27 (c) (2)).

Refer to pages 63-66.

b.
Determine if silvicultural practices are in compliance with the Forest Plan (36 CFR 219.27 (c) & (d)).

Refer to pages 3-15.

c.
Determine if harvested lands are adequately restocked within 5 years (36 CFR 219.27 (c) (3)).

Refer to pages 4-6.

d.
Determine if maximum harvest unit size limits are being met and should be continued (36 CFR 219.12 (k) (5) (iii), 219.27 (d)).

Refer to pages 63-66.

e.
Ensure that no timber harvesting occurs on lands classified as not suited for timber production, except for salvage sales or sales necessary to protect other multiple-use values where the Forest Plan establishes that such actions are appropriate (36 CFR 219.27 (c) (1)).

Refer to pages 63-66.

f.
Determine if lands identified as not suitable for timber production have become suitable (36 CFR 219.12 (k) (5) (iii), 219.14 (d), and 219.27 (c) (1)).

Refer to page 64.

Sub-Issue 6.  Forage

a.
Determine if the desired forage production objectives are being achieved (36 CFR 219.27 (b) (6)).

Refer to pages 26-27 and 67.

Sub-Issue 7.  Other Products

No NFMA requirements, but addressed on pages 67-69. 

Sub-Issue 8.  Heritage Resources

a.
Ensure the protection of significant cultural resources from degradation and destruction (36 CFR 219.24 (a) (4)).

Refer to pages 69-70.

Issue C.  Organizational Effectiveness


Sub-Issue 1.  Economics

a.
There needs to be a documentation of the costs associated with carrying out the planned management prescriptions, as compared with the costs estimated in the Forest Plan (36 CFR 219.12 (k) (3)).
Refer to pages 70-75.


Sub-Issue 2.  Evaluating New Information

a.
Identify emerging issues, concerns and opportunities that need to be addressed (36 CFR 219.7 (f)).

Refer to pages 75-77.

b.
Determine when changes in RPA, policies, or other direction would have significant effects of Forest Plans (36 CFR 219.10 (g)).

Refer to pages 75-77.
c.
Determine if conditions or demands in the area covered by the Plan have changed significantly (36 CFR 219.10 (g)).

Refer to page 64. 

d.
Evaluate the effects of National Forest management on lands, resources, and communities adjacent or near the National Forest; and the effects upon National Forest management of activities on nearby lands managed by other Federal, State, or local governmental agencies (36 CFR 219.7 (f)).

Refer to pages 20, 32-26, 40-41, 42-53, 56-62, 63-66, and 67-69.

APPENDIX H

Age Class Tables
APPENDIX I - ACRONYM LISTING

A

APD
Application for Permit to Drill
ASQ
Allowable Sale Quantity

ATV
All Terrain Vehicle

AUM
Animal Unit Month
B

BBS
Breeding Bird Survey
BMP
Best Management Practices

C

CCS
Challenge Cost Share
CFR
Code of Federal Regulation

CISC
Continuous Inventory of Stand Conditions

CY
Calendar Year

D

DFC
Desired Future Condition

E

EA
Environmental Assessment
EIS
Environmental Impact Statement

EPA
Environmental Protection Agency
F

FDR
Forest Development Road
FHWA
Federal Highway Administration
FW
Forest Wide

G

GIS
Geographic Information System

GPS
Geographic Positioning System
H

HBI
Hilsenhoff’s Biotic Index

HMA
Habitat Management Area
I

ID
Interdisciplinary

INFRA
Infrastructure

J,K,L

LBJ
Lyndon B. Johnson

LE&I
Law Enforcement & Investigations

LEO
Law Enforcement Officer

LRMP
Land & Resource Management Plan
M

MA
Management Area

MIS
Management Indicator Species

MMBF
Million Board Feet

MOU
Memorandum of Understanding
N

NEPA
National Environmental Policy Act

NF
National Forest

NFGT
National Forests & Grasslands in Texas

NFMA
National Forest Management Act

NFT
National Forests in Texas 

NG
National Grassland

NRCS
Natural Resource Conservation Service
NRHP
National Register of Historic Places
NTMB
Neotropical Migratory Birds

O

OHV
Off-highway Vehicle

ORV
Off-road Vehicle

P

PEP
Plantation Evaluation & Performance

PMT
Permanently Marked Trail
PPV
Public Private Venture

Q,R

RCW
Red-cockaded Woodpecker

R.O.
Regional Office

ROD
Record of Decision

S

SFASU
Stephen F. Austin State University

S&Gs
Standards & Guidelines

SMZ
Streamside Management Zone

S.O.
Supervisor’s Office

SPB
Southern Pine Beetle
T

TADRA
Texas Arabian Distance Riders Association

TAMU
Texas A&M University

TES
Threatened, Endangered & Sensitive 

TFS
Texas Forest Service

TNHP
Texas Natural Heritage Program

TNRCC
Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission
TPWD
Texas Parks & Wildlife Department

TRC
Texas Railroad Commission

TRTR
Ten Percent Roads & Trails Funds

TXDOT
Texas Department of Transportation
U,V

USDI
United States Department of the Interior

USFS
U.S.D.A. Forest Service

USFWS
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

USGS
United States Geological Service
VQO
Visual Quality Objective
W,X,Y,Z

WMA
Wildlife Management Area

WSR
Wild & Scenic River
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COMMENT FORM

We would like to hear your reactions to this report and any suggestions on how we might improve it in the future.  We tried to provide you with clear and understandable information about how the NFGT are being managed.  Did we meet our goal?  Are there topics of interest that were missed?  Could you find what you were looking for?  Did we present the discussion in a way that was clear and understandable?  

This form is provided for your convenience.  Just remove this page and list your comments and address in the space below, then send it to: National Forests and Grasslands in Texas, Project Analysis Team (PAT), 701 North First Street, Lufkin, TX  75901.  You can also contact us via e-mail at mailroom_r8_texas@fs.fed.us (please type PAT in the subject line); or if you prefer to comment by phone, please call us at the Forest Supervisor’s Office at (936) 639-8501 (ask for a member of the PAT).

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	


	Name:

	Address:

	City, State, Zip:

	Phone (including Area Code):
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USDA Nondiscrimination Statement
The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, religion, age, disabilities, political beliefs, sexual orientation, or marital or family status.  (Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.)  Persons with disabilities who require alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA’s TARGET Center at 202-720-2600 (voice and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write USDA Director, Office of Civil Rights, Room 326-W, Whitten Building, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC  20250-9410 or call 202-720-5964 (voice and TDD).  USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer.
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